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should be applied by analogy. Such an analogy is convenient
also in the field of the law of conflicts. In the same way that the
personal law of the parent at the time of the marriage de-
termines whether legitimacy is dependent or not upon a valid
marriage, the law governing legitimation by subsequent mar-
riage should determine also the effect of an invalid subsequent
*       i <ii
marriage.
In the United States it has been contended, however, that
where the marriage was void no effect could be recognized with
respect to the children.132 As a matter of fact, the statutes
conferring legitimacy on children, irrespective of the intrinsic
validity of the marriage, have overlooked the case of a subse-
quent marriage, but it may be asked whether courts should not
grant analogous application 133 by virtue of the liberal con-
struction generally given these beneficial statutes. Were this
done by the domiciliary law, no other jurisdiction would have
any reason to refuse recognition.
The inverse case that the marriage is considered invalid
under the personal law but valid under the internal rules,
has been discussed in Germany5 the father's personal law was
said to determine the parent-child relationship in this case
also.134
4. Acquisition of Nationality
Nationality of the parent is regularly transferred by legiti-
mation to the child in the Continental European laws. This
Zivilgesetzbuch art. 258 (i) (b). In France, the construction of C. C. arts.
201 and 202 is in controversy j see PLANIOL, i Traite elementaire de droit civil
(ed. 8, 1920-1921) 362 no. 1109.
131 In this sense also 4 FRANKENSTEIN 153  (d), while RAAPE 570 follows
his theory referred to, su<pra p. 570, n. 68.
132 2 BEALE 708 n. 5. The decision in the Matter of Look Wong- (1915) 4
U. S. Dist. Haw. 568, cited by BEALE, does not seem to support this view, but it
has been expressed in Adams v. Adams (1891)  154 Mass. 290, 28 N. E. 260
even with respect to the liberal California legislation.
133 Cf. Note, 46 Yale L. J. (1937) 1049, 1051 n. 16.
134RAAPE, JW. 1934, 29515 same in 50 Recueil 1934 IV 405, 487 no. 63
against other opinions.